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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-36 are presented for the examination 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in 
this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, 
or on an international application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of 
paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by 
the applicant for patent. 

3. Claims 1-5, 18-22, and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Egger et al. (6,233,571) (hereinafter Egger). 

4. As per claims 1 and 34, Egger discloses a collaborative Web research 
method, comprising (col 48, lines 20-45): 

organizing a plurality of documents (col 12, lines 40-45) in a 
N-dimensional space (col 18, lines 32-40) according to a collection of subject 
word (col 5, lines 45-48); and 
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based on said organizing (col 12, lines 40-45), retrieving (col 5, lines 
49-51), by a user (col 5, lines 55-58, and col 6, lines 25-27), said 
documents organized (col 12, lines 40-45) in said N-dimensional space (col 
18, lines 32-40) according to said collection of subject words (col 16, lines 4- 
12). 



5. As per claims 2 and 19, Egger discloses detecting that a researcher is 
retrieving documents which are considered related (col 5, lines 45-48) 
according to a distance function (col 16, lines 4-48). 



6. As per claims 3 and 20, Egger discloses enabling said user to find 
other researchers which are researching in a same research area (fig 5B, col 
28, lines 46-67). 



7. As per claims 4 and 21, Egger discloses enabling said user to find said 
researcher which is researching in a same research area (col 35, lines 36- 
41). 



8. As per claims 5 and 22, Egger discloses wherein said distance function 

is expressed as an equation: 

S(.P1,P2)=D(P1,P2)-T(pl,p2) 
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where S is a non-Euclidean distance of two points pi and p2 in hyperspace, 
and D is a Euclidean distance between the point p 1 and the point p2, given 
by 

D (PI, _P2) = Square root of (Sd (Pld - P2d) square 
wherein T is a Trail estimate between the point pi and the point p2, wherein 
the estimate S is used in a collaborative Web portal to estimate a closeness 
between first and second users (col 18, lines 32-45). 

9. As per claim 18 Egger discloses, a collaborative Web portal, 
comprising: 

a tracker for tracking a user's bookmarks in accessing pages in a 
network (col 47, lines 37-57, bookmark is an area of interest relevant 
document), and for tracking preferences of said user; 

a unit for determining a closeness (col 50, lines 24-27), in research 
between users (col 50, lines 4-27); and 

a notifier for notifying (col 50, lines 28-49, displaying information is 
way of notifying to the user), based on said closeness (col 50, lines 24-27), 
at least one other user of said user's bookmarks (col 47, lines 37-57, 
bookmark is an area of interest relevant document), said at least one other 
user having a similar interest to that of said user based on a distance 
function (col 47, lines 46-67 and col 16, lines 4-48). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 
for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



11. Claims 6-17, 23-33, 35, and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Egger et al. (6,233,571) (hereinafter Egger) in 
view of Anupam et al. (5,991,796) (hereinafter Anupam). 



12. As per claims 6, 23, and 36, Egger discloses a Web-based collaborative 
research method (col 48, lines 20-45), comprising: 

determining coordinates for pages (col 6, lines 6-25) which are 
retrieved by a first user and mapping the coordinates (col 28, lines 2-5) into 
a space (col 6, lines 6-50); and 

based on said coordinates (col 36, lines 18-40) of said pages (col 48, 
lines 19-45), closeness of a research (col 48, lines 63-67 and col 5, lines 38- 
48). 

Egger is silent about informing a second user by first user. 
However, Anupam discloses informing a second user by first user (fig 
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1, col 1, lines 46-67 and col 2, lines 1-8). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time invention was made to combine Anupam with Egger because it 
would provide user friendly computerized, web enabled, and an intelligent 
research tool that emulates human methods of research. 

13. As per claims 7 and 24, Egger is silent about the said informing is 
performed automatically by a server, said first and second users being 
informed of pages retrieved by one another. 

However, Anupam discloses informing is performed automatically by a 
server, said first and second users being informed of pages retrieved by one 
another (fig 1, col 2, lines 25-67). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time invention was made to combine Anupam with Egger because it 
would provide user friendly computerized, web enabled, and an intelligent 
research tool that emulates human methods of research. 

14. As per claims 8 and 25, Egger discloses wherein an intersection of 
research by said first and second users is graphically displayed to said first 
and second users (col 5, lines 37-48). 
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15. AS per claims 9 and 26, Egger discloses providing the first user with a 
trail of research of said second user (col 35, lines 25-36). 

16. As per claims 10 and 27, Egger discloses trail of research comprises a 
predetermined sequence of bookmarks leading said first user to a specific 
point in cyberspace (col 48, lines 46-48). 

17. As per claims 11 and 28, Egger discloses a collaborative logging-in (fig 
4B element 260) to research portal (col 48, lines 19—26); and selecting an 
existing research session (col 48, lines 63-67 and col 49 lines 1-11), 
selecting the session can be done by clicking link), or creating a new 
research session (col 49, lines 12-36). 

18. As per claims 12 and 29, Egger discloses on said user side (col 48, 
lines 39-42), 

retrieving a first data block (fig 4B, col 24, lines 49-51); 

receiving data blocks of other users having a predetermined closeness 
(col 4B, lines 23-67); and 

receiving an index of other data blocks relevant to the user's research 
(col 4B, lines 23-67). 
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19. As per claims 13 and 30, Egger discloses on a server side, said method 
further comprises: after the logging-in by the user (Fig 4B, element 260), 
sending to the user a list of previously created research sessions (fig 4B, col 
23-67); and after the retrieving by the user (fig 4B, col 23-67), adding 
spatial coordinates of the first data block to a collection of vertices to a 
current research session (col 6, lines 6-25). 

20. As per claims 14 and 31, Egger discloses wherein, on said server side, 
said method further comprises: recalculating areas occupied by the vertices 
of the current research session (col 6, lines 6-25); and calculating an 
intersection of the current research session with research sessions created 
by other users (col 6, lines 6-25). 

21. As per claims 15 and 32, on said server side, said method further 
comprises: determining whether any research sessions intersect (col 6, lines 
6-25); and if any research sessions intersect (col 6, lines 6-25), then 
notifying users that created the intersecting sessions (col 6, lines 6-67). 

22. As per claims 16 and 33, on said server side, said method further 
comprises: sending the users of the intersecting sessions a geometry of the 
other intersecting sessions (col 6, lines 6-67). 
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23. As per claims 17 and 35, a method of collaborative network searching, 
comprising: 

tracking a plurality of users' accessing of pages in a network (col 3, 
lines 24-30 and col 48, lines 13-45); and based on a closeness of at 
least first and second users (col 48, lines 46-67), 
Egger is silent about notifying said first and second users of one 
another's accessing of said pages. However, Anupam discloses notifying said 
first and second users of one another's accessing of said pages (fig 1, col 1, 
lines 46-67 and col 2, lines 1-8). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time invention was made to combine Anupam with Egger because it 
would provide user friendly computerized, web enabled, and an intelligent 
research tool that emulates human methods of research. 

Conclusion 

24. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure: 

U.S. Patent 6,078,948 to Podgorny et al. 
U.S. Patent 6,629,097 to Keith et al. 
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U.S. Patent 5,923,845 to Kamiya et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Mohammad A Siddiqi whose 
telephone number is (703) 305-0353. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John A Follansbee can be reached on (703) 305- 
8498. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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